Bou OBSERVATIONS: on Sir Tromas HDE 
Pace's Letter to Sir Martin Folkes, dated the 
10th of March 1794 : Which Letter has been 
-generally diſtributed by the Agents of the Oppoſers . 
of the EAU BRINK. BILL. 


IR Tuom As Hrvz Pas Argument, in his Pamphlet 
J of 1777, which is the Origin of the preſent Controverly, 
is founded on the Caſe of the Rhine, as deſcribed by a French 
Author: and this is brought forward by him as a Re in 
Point, from its Reſemblance to that of the Ouze. 

The Rhine, when it approaches the Sea, divides ittelf! inte 
Three Branches, each Twice larger than the Mother River; 
but theſe Streams, in Conſequence of their Breadth, are ſilted 
up ſo much, that they cannot altogether diſcharge the Water 
brought down by the Mother River fo faſt as they receive it. 

The preſent State of the Ouze is certainly very ſimilar ts 
that of the Rhine. Its Width below German's Bridge is 
extended to more than Three Times its ' Dimenfions above; 
end this wide Part is in Conſequenee ſo ſited up, that it. alſo 
cannot diſcharge the Upland Waters ſo faſt as it reeeives 
them. 8 g 


Sir TOAs proceeds to ſtate the French Author's Opinion 
of improving the Outfall of the Rhine, as an Example for the 
Ouze, which 1 is, to re-unite the Three! Streams into One of a 
proper Dimenſion. 

So far Sir Tuomas and the Fön of the . Brink 
+Cut agree, as both Parties adviſe a Contraction ofthe wide Part 
of the River. 

Sir Thomas: nn. this Contranitn; to be made by 
Faſeine Banks, N the wide Part we the Channel. 
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The PRoMoTERs of the Eau Brink Cut recommend it to be 
effected by turning the River into a new Channel, cut through 
ſolid Land, in a Courſe only Half as long as that of Sir 
TromMas's propoſed Embankment. 

In Objection to Sir THomas's Project, they ſay, that a Faſ- 
eine Embankment carried through wide Waters, upon a Foun- 
dation of looſe Sand, liable to ſhift with every Ebb and every 
Flood, implies an uncertain and poſſibly an unlimited Ex- 
pence, and has little Probability of ultimate Succeſs. 

In Defence of the Eau Brink Cut, they ſay, that its Expence 
is known and moderate; that it has every Probability of laſting 
for Ages, with no othier than uſual Repairs ; and that, being 
only Half as long as Sir THomas's projected Channel, it will 
diſcharge the ſame Body of Water in Half the Time. 
But the Hazard to which Lynn Harbour i 15, expoſed, tf any 
ſuch there is, muſt be the ſame in both Projects; for, ſhould 
Sir Tuomas ſucceed in carrying his Faſcine Banks through 
the Gulph between German's and Lynn, in ſuch a Manner as 
to confine the Current of the Ouze between, the. Remainder 
of that vaſt Flat, which, is-now a Receptacle for Tide Water, 
muſt ſpeedily ſilt up, as all ſtagnant Reſervoirs of maugeyr Wa- 
ter have conſtantly been found to do. | 

The Effects of both Projects then will cer tainly be the foe | 
in deſtroying the Receptacle of the Flood Waters, which now 
ebb through Lynn Harbour; but in Point of Drainage Sir 
Thou As's will evidently be leſs efficacious than the Eau Brink 
Cut, becauſe it will not SHONE ſo much: Water in a * 
Space of Time. 2177. | | 


Reſpecting Sir THOMAS'S orand Project, of embanking all the 
Main Rivers and Side Drains, as high as Ely, this, as he juſtly 
acknowledges, was borrowed by. him from 'Van Weſterdyke, 
who propoſed it to the Proprietors more than One hundred 
Years ago. | 
The Advantage of this Plan is ſelf-evident to every Man who 
has thought on the Subject; but the Coſt of it is ſo enormous, 
that no One has yet ventured to give an Eſtimate of its 
Amount; and indeed it is not probable that any One (except a 


Dutchman, accuſtomed to the unmerciful T axation of a Re- 
| publican 
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publican . Government, or a Military Engineer, l as. 
Sir Thou As was when he ſurveyed the Level, by the Maſter 
General of the Ordnance, and uſed to the Expenditure of 
Public Money, under the Article of Ordnance Extraordina- 
ries) would have ſeriouſly recommended it to Proprietors al- 


ready charged with Drainage Taxes, nearly to the full Value 


of their Property. 


Before we can learn the Mode employed by Sir Fo As to 
erect Faſcine Embankments in Langſton Harbour, it will be 


neceſſary for him to give more accurate Information than he 


has done, of the Manner in which it was communicated to 
the Public: His Quotation of the Tranſactions of the Arts and 
Seiences, in his laſt Letter, is, like the Inſertion of Mr. Su EA- 
rox's Name in his Firſt, an Inaccuracy. As for the Faſcine 
Works at Dover and at Reculver, they have no more Reference 
to the Matter in Queſtion, than a Faſcine Battery would have, 
as the Foundations on which they were laid are not looſe and 
ſhifting Sands, but Earth made ſolid by a Duration of Ages. 


The AuTnroRr of the above Obſervations has no Self-inte- 
reſt in the Buſineſs ; but having maturely conſidered all that 
has been ſaid and written on the Subject, 1s fully convinced of 
the Neceſſity of the Eau Brink Cut to preſerve an extenſive 
valuable Country from Deſtruction, and wiſhes to prevent the 


Adoption of a chimerical Plan now brought forward by the- 


Oppoſers of the Bill, with a View to fruſtrate the Execution 


of a work Jikely (nay, it might be ſaid, certain) to produce an 


Abundance of Good, and no Injury. 

It is hoped that no Objection will be made to this Paper 
| being anonymous, when it 1s enn, t that Sir Tuo As 
Hv D Pace is not inchned to inveſtigate 

Civil Engineer, but ha? pr opoſed to adopt the ſhort and eaſy 
May of a Military one *, to put an End to the Argument by 
blowing out the Brains of his Opponent. 


A FRIEND to AGRICULTURE 
and COMMERCE, 


'  » London, 16th April, 1794. 
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